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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The references cited in the Information Disclosure Statements (IDS) filed on 5/5/05, 
9/6/05, and 1 1/29/05, have been considered. 

2. The references cited in the Information Disclosure Statements (IDS) filed on 3/22/04 and 
4/12/04, have been partially considered. 

Regarding the IDS filed on 3/22/04, the non-considered documents (see crossed-out 
documents) were not submitted with the application and could not be found. Applicant is 
required to submit copies of these documents for consideration. 

Regarding the IDS filed on 4/12/04, the non-considered U.S Patent documents (see 
crossed-out documents) were either repeated in a further submitted EDS or the inputted number is 
wrong; the non-considered foreign documents and Other Documents (see crossed-out 
documents) were not submitted with the application and could not be found. Applicant is 
required to submit copies of these documents for consideration. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 
The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 

separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 
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The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given 
in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure 
concerns/' f, The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

4. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or other 
form of browser-executable code (page 3, lines 13 and 24; page 4, line 30; page 6, line 3). 
Applicant is required to delete the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable 
code. See MPEP § 608.01. 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the term -of— 
appears to be missing from the sentence after the term "one" (page 6, line 22); the reference 
number "210" (page 11, line 16) should be replaced with -21 0A-; the phrase "and 2E 
respectively" (page 13, line 11) should deleted; and the term "patters" (page 48, line 25) should 
be replaced with —patterns—. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: the term "readible" 
should be replaced with —readable-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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8. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claim 20, it is not clear how a "paper media", as defined in the specification, 
(page 45, lines 6-18) can be considered a "computer readable media" as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

9. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

10. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non- statutory subject matter. 

Claim 20 reads on "printed matter" due to the recited definitions of "computer readable 
media" on page 45, lines 6-18 of the instant specification and are thus considered to be non- 
statutory. See MPEP 706.03(A). 

Absent an explicit disclosure to the contrary, a "computer readable medium" encoded 
with a computer program is normally considered to define structural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and the computer software and hardware 
components which permit the computer's program functionality to be realized and is thus 
normally statutory. 

The examiner suggests striking the mention of non- statutory subject matter from the 
specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

11. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Challener 
et al. (hereinafter "Challener"; Pub. No.: US 2003/0186679). 

Regarding claim 19, Challener discloses a method for tracking location of a wireless 
device, the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) detecting an unauthorized wireless device (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0027]); 

(b) adding an indicator associated with the detected unauthorized wireless device to a 
list of wireless devices (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0027]) 

(c) selecting a wireless device for tracking based upon the list of wireless devices 
(Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0027]); 

(d) receiving data from one or more wireless receivers (paragraphs [0026]-[0029]; 
note the workstations, wireless access points, and monitoring stations) 

(e) calculating a position of the selected wireless device based upon the received data 
(Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0029]) 

(f) outputting the calculated position (Fig. 3, last step; note that the stored determined 
location and identity are retrieved by IT management; thus, outputted; 
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(g) repeating steps (a) and (b) upon occurrence of an event or at periodic intervals 
(paragraphs [0025] and [0030]); 

(h) repeating steps (c) through (f) upon occurrence of an event or at periodic intervals 
(paragraphs [0025] and [0030]). 

Regarding claim 20, Challener discloses one or more computer readable media storing 
instruction that upon execution by a system processor cause the system processor to perform the 
method of claim 19 (Fig. 4; paragraph [0031]; see rationale as previously discussed above for 
claim 19). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 1-12, 15-16, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Challener in view of and Juitt et al. (hereinafter "Juitt" (Patent No.: US 7,042,988). 

Regarding claim 1, Challener discloses a system for tracking location of a wireless 
device, the system comprising: 

a system data store (paragraph [0027]; note the server) capable of storing indicators of 
one or more wireless devices to track (paragraph [0027]); 

a set of one or more wireless receivers (paragraphs [0026]-[0029]; note the workstations, 
wireless access points, and monitoring stations); 
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a system processor in communication with the system data store and the set of wireless 
receivers (paragraphs [0026]-[0028]), wherein the system processor comprises one or more 
processing elements programmed or adapted to perform the steps comprising of: 

(a) identifying a wireless device for tracking based upon data from the system data store 
(Fig. 3; paragraph [0027]); 

(b) receiving data from a subset of the set of wireless receivers (paragraphs [0026]- 
[0029]; note the workstations, monitoring stations, and wireless access point); 

(c) storing the received data in the system data store (paragraphs [0027]-[0029]); 

(d) calculating the position of the identified wireless device based upon the stored data 
(paragraphs [0028]-[0029]); and 

(e) outputting the calculated position (Fig. 3, last step; note that the stored determined 
location and identity are retrieved by IT management; thus, outputted). 

Challener fail to specifically disclose the system data store capable of storing one or more 
tracking criteria. Note, however, that Challener discloses monitoring during normal business 
hours (paragraph [0025]); thus, suggesting tracking criteria. 

Nonetheless, in the same field of endeavor, Juitt discloses the system data store capable 
of storing one or more tracking criteria (col. 4, lines 15-21). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention by applicant to store. in the system data store of Challener one or more tracking criteria 
as suggested by Juitt for the advantages of detecting unauthorized devices by monitoring 
network traffic and its characteristics .(Juitt: col. 4, lines 15-21) 
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Regarding claim 2, in the obvious combination, Juitt discloses wherein one or more 
tracking criteria are of a type selected from the group consisting of time, traffic level, threat 
level, protocol characteristics, usage characteristics or combinations thereof (col. 4, lines 15-21). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of invention 
by applicant to select the one or more tracking criteria from the group consisting of time, traffic 
level, threat level, protocol characteristics, usage characteristics or combinations thereof as 
suggested by Juitt for the advantages of detecting unauthorized devices by monitoring network 
traffic and its characteristics (Juitt: col. 4, lines 15-21), avoids imposing an excessive burden, and 
the for quicker identification. 

Regarding claim 3, in the obvious combination, Juitt discloses wherein the one or more 
processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform the 
step comprising of dynamically determining one or more tracking criteria (col. 4, lines 15-21; 
note that by monitoring the network traffic, the one or more tracking criteria is dynamically 
determined). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time 
of invention by applicant to dynamically determine one or more tracking criteria as suggested by 
Juitt for the advantages of detecting unauthorized devices by monitoring network traffic and its 
characteristics (Juitt: col. 4, lines 15-21), avoids imposing an excessive burden, and the for 
quicker identification. 

Regarding claim 4, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the one or. 
more processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform 
the step comprising of (f) repeat steps (a) through (e) continuously (paragraph [0025]; note that 
the steps may be performed periodically as distinguished from continuously; however, it is not 
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excluding it from being continuously performed. Thus, Challener suggests that the steps (a) 
through (e) can be performed continuously). 

Regarding claim 5, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the one or 
more processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform 
the step comprising of (f) repeat steps (a) through (e) periodically (paragraph [0025]). 

Regarding claim 6, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the one or 
more processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform 
the step comprising of (g) modifying the period of repetition of step (f) (paragraph [0030]), but 
fail to specifically disclose based upon one or more tracking criteria. However, Challener does 
disclose monitoring once an hour or once a day during normal business hours so as to avoid 
imposing an excessive burden on other uses of the devices; thus suggesting based upon one or 
more tracking criteria. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art 
at the time of invention by applicant to (g) modifying the period of repetition of step (f) based 
upon one or more tracking criteria as suggested for the advantages of avoiding imposing an 
excessive burden on other uses of the devices (Challener: paragraph [0030]). 

Regarding claim 7, the limitations are rejected with the same grounds and for the same 
reasons stated above for claim 2. 

Regarding claim 8, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the 
programming or adaptation to identify the wireless device includes programming or adaptation to 
perform the step comprising of selecting the identified wireless device based upon indicators of 
one or more wireless devices in the system data store (Fig. 3; paragraph [0027]). 
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Regarding claim 9, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the one or 
more processing elements are further programmed or adapted to perform the step comprising of 
(f) detecting an unauthorized wireless device (Fig. 3; paragraph [0027]) and (g) storing an 
indicator of the unauthorized wireless device in the system data store (Fig. 3, last step; paragraph 
[0027]). 

Regarding claim 10, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the 
identified wireless device is the unauthorized wireless device (Fig. 3; paragraph [0027]). 

Regarding claim 11, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the 
programming or adaptation to identify the wireless device includes further programming or 
adaptation to perform the step comprising of retrieving indicators of one or more wireless 
devices from the system data store (Fig. 3; paragraph [0027]). 

Regarding claim 12, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the 
programming or adaptation to calculate the position of the identified wireless device includes 
programming or adaptation to perform the steps comprising of: 

(i) sensing the identified wireless device (paragraph [0026]); 

(ii) storing RF signal characteristics in the system data store based upon the sensing 
(Challener: paragraph [0027]); and 

(iii) dynamically selecting one or more additional sensors to improve tracking 
performance (paragraphs [0026]-[0029]). 

Regarding claim 15, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the 
calculated position is output to a user or to a computer system (Fig. 3; last step; note that the 
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calculated position is retrieved by IT management; thus outputted to a user or to a computer 
system). 

Regarding claim 16, in the obvious combination, Challener discloses wherein the one or 
more processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform 
the step comprising of (f) storing the calculated position in the system data store (Fig. 3, last 
step; note the "stored determined location and identity"). 

Regarding claim 21, Challener discloses a system for tracking location of a wireless 
device, the system comprising: 

storing means for storing one or more tracking criteria and indicators of one or more 
wireless devices to track (paragraph [0027]); 

rogue detection means for receiving scan data from one or more wireless receivers 
(paragraphs [0026]-[0029]), for detecting an unauthorized wireless device based upon the 
received scan data (paragraphs [0026]-[0029]) and for storing an indicator of the detected 
unauthorized wireless device (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0029]); and 

position determining means for selecting a wireless device to track from the indicators in 
the storing means (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0029]), receiving scan data from one or more 
wireless receivers (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0029]), estimating the position of the selected 
wireless device based upon received scan data (Fig. 3; paragraphs [0026]-[0029]) and outputting 
the estimated position (Fig. 3, last step; note that the stored determined location and identity are 
retrieved by IT management; thus, outputted). 
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Challener fail to specifically disclose the storing means for storing one or more tracking 
criteria. Note, however, that Challener discloses monitoring during normal business hours 
(paragraph [0025]); thus, suggesting tracking criteria. 

Nonetheless, in the same field of endeavor, Juitt discloses the storing means for storing 
one or more tracking criteria (col. 4, lines 15-21). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention by applicant to store in the storing means of Challener one or more tracking criteria as 
suggested by Juitt for the advantages of detecting unauthorized devices by monitoring network 
traffic and its characteristics (Juitt: col. 4, lines 15-21). 

15. Claims 13-14 and 17-18 are is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Challener in combination with Juitt, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Won et al. (hereinafter "Won"; Patent No.: US 6,754,488). . 

Regarding claim 13, Challener in combination with Juitt disclose the method of claim 1 
(see above), but fail to specifically disclose wherein the programming or adaptation to output the 
calculated position includes programming or adaptation to perform the steps comprising of 
formatting the calculated position according to one or more output preferences. Note, however, 
that at the time of invention by application, output information was notoriously well known in 
the art to be formatted in order to meet/satisfy the needs/requirements of the receiver. 

Nonetheless, in the same field of endeavor, Won discloses wherein the programming or 
adaptation to output the calculated position includes programming or adaptation to perform the 
steps comprising of formatting the calculated position according to one or more output 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,034 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2617 

preferences (col. 5, lines 23-26; col. 6, lines 36-39; note that visual or audible notification is 
outputted; thus, the output position is inherently formatted). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention by applicant to format the calculated position of Challener in combination with Juitt 
according to one or more output preferences as suggested by Won for the advantages of properly 
outputting the information and/or meeting the requirements of a receiver and is user-friendlier. 

Regarding claim 14, in the obvious combination, Won discloses wherein the calculated 
position for output is formatted as an e-mail, a web page, a facsimile, a graphic, an XML page, 
an SNMP message, a page, or combinations thereof (col. 5, lines 23-26; col. 6, lines 36-39). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of invention 
by applicant to format the calculated position of Challener in combination with Juitt as an e-mail, 
a web page, a facsimile, a graphic, an XML page, an SNMP message, a page, or combinations 
thereof as suggested by Won for the advantages of distributing the information in widely 
available applications that are user-friendly and easily adoptable to the users. 

Regarding claim 17, Challener in combination with Juitt disclose the method of claim 1 
(see above), but fail to specifically disclose wherein the one or more processing elements of the 
system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform the step comprising of (f) 
removing an indicator of a wireless device from the system data store. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Won discloses wherein the one or more 
processing elements of the system processor are further programmed or adapted to perform the 
step comprising of (f) removing an indicator of a wireless device from the system data store (col. 
5, lines 44-45). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention by applicant to remove the indicator of the wireless device from the system data store 
of Challener in combination with Juitt as suggested by Won for the advantages of keeping the 
most-up-to date information and avoiding filling the data store with duplicate, redundant, and/or 
unnecessary information. 

Regarding claim 18, in the obvious combination, Won discloses wherein indicator 
removal is based upon manual deletion, time deletion, or a change in device security status from 
unauthorized to authorized (col. 5, lines 44-45). 

Conclusion 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marivelisse Santiago-Cordero whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7839. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (571) 272-7872. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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